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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript highlights the physiochemical and microbiological properties of spices from different locations in Burkina Faso. This study highlights the nutritional benefits of the spices as well as their microbiological safety serving as a baseline for further studies into their health benefits as well as their potential use as antimicrobial and antioxidant agents. Moreso, further studies on the microbiota composition of the spice could be an excellent area of research especially as it relates to gut health.
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	The research approach is great, explores robust physicochemical parameters but the results should be better represented in figures rather than only tables. Also, the rationale for sample size should be included in the method section. The overview of the production of Bixa Orellana should be moved to the introduction section and not in the results and discussion section. Results (figures or tables) should clearly be differentiated from the discussion section. The subheadings in the discussion and results sections should be removed and better placed in the introduction. Accept with minor revision.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None

	


Reviewer details:

Chinwe Justice-Alucho, Clemson University, United States of America
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

